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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-25 are presented pending in this application. 

Objections 

2. The title of the invention is not descriptive. A new title is required that is 
clearly indicative of the invention to which the claims are directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102(e) 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 
that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-5, 7-12, 14-19 and 21-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Owens et al. (US 6,633,630), hereinafter "Owens". 

4. Regarding claim 1, 

Owens taught an information processing apparatus for processing a 
transmission message among a plurality of sites connected via a network, the 
apparatus comprising: a message reception part that receives a message to 
execute a prescribed piece of reception processing (abstract, figs. 1-2 and 
column 7 lines 22-24); a rule accumulation part that accumulates a plurality of 
rules for executing message processing (abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 
24-28); a message conversion part that executes message conversion 
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processing according to the plurality of rules accumulated in the rule 
accumulation part (abstract, figs. 1-2, column 7 lines 30-31 and column 10 
lines 49-52); and a message transmission part that executes a prescribed piece 
of transmission processing of the converted message (abstract, figs. 1-2 and 
column 7 lines 28-30). 

5. Regarding claim 8, 

Owens taught an information processing method for processing a 
transmission message among a plurality of sites connected via a network, the 
method comprising the steps of receiving a message to execute a prescribed 
piece of reception processing (abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 22-24); 
accumulating a plurality of rules for executing pieces of message processing 
(abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 24-28); executing message conversion 
processing according to accumulated by the accumulating step (abstract, figs. 1 
and 2, column 7 lines 30-31 and column 10 lines 49-52); the plurality of rules 
and executing a prescribed piece of transmission processing of the converted 
message (abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 28-30). 

6. Regarding claim 15, 

Owens taught a network system comprising: a message reception part that 
receives a message (abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 22-24) to execute a 
prescribed piece of reception a rule accumulation part that accumulates rules for 
executing pieces of message processing (abstract, figs. 1-2 and column 7 
lines 24-28); a message conversion part that executes message conversion 
processing according to the plurality of rules accumulated in the rule 
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accumulation part (abstract, figs. 1-2, column 7 lines 30-31 and column 10 
lines 49-52); and a message transmission part that executes a prescribed piece 
of transmission processing of the converted message (abstract, figs. 1-2 and 
column 7 lines 28-30). 

7. Regarding claims 2, 9 and 16, 

Owens taught a system further a part that starts a corresponding application 
on the prescribed server to execute message conversion processing when no 
suitable rules exist in the rule accumulation part (column 10 lines 62-64). 

8. Regarding claims 3, 10 and 17, 

Owens taught a system wherein the message conversion part converts the 
message into a prescribed format according to a transmission origin of the 
message and contents of the message (column 10 line 65 to column 11 line 3, 
column 11 lines 51-61). 

9. Regarding claims 4, 11 and 18, 

Owens taught a system, wherein the message conversion part specifies a 
transmission destination of the message according to a transmission origin of the 
message and contents of the message (column 11 lines 56-61). 

10. Regarding claims 5, 12 and 19, 

Owens taught a system wherein the message conversion, part performs 
automatic protocol conversion according to a message transmission destination 
specified according to a transmission origin of the message and contents of the 
message (fig. 9, column 2 lines 52-57, column 10 lines 52-56 and column 13 
lines 63-65). 
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11. Regarding claim 7, 14 and 21, 

Owens taught a method/apparatus/network system comprising: a message 
broker that commits to an application processing of data (abstract, figs. 1-2 and 
column 7 lines 22-24) that becomes necessary when message conversion is 
performed among the plurality of sites (abstract, figs. 1 and 2, column 7 lines 
30-31 and column 10 lines 49-52); a message translator that performs mutual 
conversion between message formats according to a prescribed conditional 
sentence in response to an arrival of a field serving as a trigger in a message 
format (abstract, figs. 1 and 2, column 7 lines 30-31, column 10 lines 49-52, 
column 10 line 65 to column 11 line 3, column 11 lines 51-61) .; message 
router that adds a destination address to the message according to a prescribed 
piece of identification information contained in the message (column 11 lines 
56-61, figs. 1-2 and column 7 lines 28-30); a B2B connector that provides a 
message exchange interface between a system and a site outside the system 
(column 10 lines 24-61 and figs. 1,6 and 7-9); and a gateway that provides a 
local message exchange interface between the system and a local site inside the 
system (column 13 line 46 to column 14 line 15 and figs. 1 and 12). 

12. Regarding claims 22-25, 

Owens taught a system comprising parts for: receiving a message to execute 
a prescribed piece of reception processing (column 7 lines 12-41); accumulating 
a plurality of rules for executing the message processing (column 7 lines 41-50 
and column 8 lines 11-42); executing message conversion processing 
according to a corresponding one of the plurality of rules accumulated by the rule 
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accumulation step (c lumn 8 lines 27-42); and executing a prescribed piece of 
transmission processing of the converted message (column 8 lines 36-42). 
Owens disclosure is related to networked environments with servers and 
computers (see figure 4), such equipment was well known in the art; and 
inherently used computer software, recording medium, computer program, 
computer executable readable medium and apparatuses (see for example 
column 20 line 7). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

13. Claims 6, 13 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Owens et al. (US 6,633,630), hereinafter "Owens" in view of 
Matsuo (US 5,634,005) hereinafter "Matsuo". 

14. Regarding claims 6, 13 and 20, 

Owens taught a system substantially as claimed, however Owens did not 
expressively teach that the message conversion part executes encryption 
processing that corresponds to a message to a transmission destination that is 
specified according transmission origin of the message and contents of the 
message. 
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Matsuo , in the same field of invention related to facilitate and automate 
transmission of electronic mail messages, taught conditionally using encryption 
for automatic messages processing using rules (figs. 6-9 and column 9 lines 8- 
25). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention was made to modify the methods/systems of Owens with the teachings 
of Matsuo . Owens motivated the exploration of the art of electronic mail 
communication (abstract, figs. 1-3 and column 7 lines 37-41) and the use of 
rules to process messages (column 8 lines 36-42). The art exploration motivate 
by Owens is, at least in part, the subject matter of Matsuo (see title, abstract 
field of invention and column 1line 40 to column 2 line 15). The modification 
would improve Owens system by providing a system that receives a message 
and determine actions to be performed with the message and the message 
further transmission including using encryption procedures to send encrypted 
messages ( Matsuo . column 4 lines 50-57) or decrypt a received encrypted 
message, therefore providing a more secure systems to protect end-users 
sensitive data. 
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Conclusion 



15. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. See attached PTO-892 for details. 

16. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Rainier Suazo whose telephone number is 
(571 ) 272-3931 . The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through 
Friday, 8:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, William Cuchlinski can be reached on (571) 272-3925. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 



free). 




Rainier Suazo, MBA 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2144 
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